If you object to doing something because it may lead
to violence it must be because you believe that not
doing it, or doing something else, would lead to less
violence, or to no violence. But it is my case, which
these people profess to accept, that if we do not soon
set ourselves in the way of making the changes I
here propose, we will, either in wrar or in peace, suffer
defeat by world Nazism. Therefore, if anyone accepts
my case, the choice is not between the open advocacy
of my ideas on the one hand and the continuance of
what some people still continue to regard as a quiet
life on the other. The alternative is on the one hand
these proposals (or of course one of the many varia-
tions of them which alternative solutions to detailed
problems would make available), and, on. the other,
defeat by one means or another at the hands of wrorld '
Nazism. I cannot believe that the second of these is
preferable even to a bloody revolution.

But need it be bloody? A bloody revolution can only
occur when two conditions are fulfilled. There must be
on the one hand a body of people so set upon change
that they are prepared to struggle for it bloodily,
and so numerous that they are substantially able to
do so. There must be, on the other hand, a body of
people so set against change that they are prepared
. to struggle bloodily to resist it, and so numerous that
they are substantially able to do so. When these con-
ditions are satisfied, but only then, there will be a
bloody revolution.

There are therefore clearly two ways in which it Js
theoretically possible to prevent a bloody revolution.
You can remove one or other of the twp factors which
are necessary to produce one. You can either persuade
those who want a change not to want it, or you can
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